Application No. 



Applicant(s) 



Interview Summary 



10/004,131 



MATSUNAMI ETAL 



Examiner 



Art Unit 



Eron J. Sorrell 



2182 



All participants (applicant, applicant's representative, PTO personnel): 



(1) Eron J. Sorrell . 



(3). 



(2) Geome Yee (Reg No. 37.478) . 



(4). 



Date of Interview: 18 March 2006 . 

Type: a)S Telephonic b)D Video Conference 

c)D Personal [copy given to: 1)D applicant 2)D applicant's representative] 

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: d)D Yes e)ED No. 
If Yes, brief description: . 

Claim(s) discussed: 6. 

Identification of prior art discussed: 6.961.749 . 

Agreement with respect to the claims f)IE was reached. g)D was not reached. h)D N/A. 



Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was 
reached, or any other comments: See Continuation Sheet . 

(A fuller description, if necessary, and a copy of the amendments which the examiner agreed would render the claims 
allowable, if available, must be attached. Also, where no copy of the amendments that would render the claims 
allowable is available, a summary thereof must be attached.) 

THE FORMAL WRITTEN REPLY TO THE LAST OFFICE ACTION MUST INCLUDE THE SUBSTANCE OF THE 
INTERVIEW. (See MPEP Section 71 3.04). If a reply to the last Office action has already been filed, APPLICANT IS 
GIVEN A NON-EXTENDABLE PERIOD OF THE LONGER OF ONE MONTH OR THIRTY DAYS FROM THIS 
INTERVIEW DATE, OR THE MAILING DATE OF THIS INTERVIEW SUMMARY FORM, WHICHEVER IS LATER, TO 
FILE A STATEMENT OF THE SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERVIEW. See Summary of Record of Interview 
requirements on reverse side or on attached sheet. 



Examiner Note: You must sign this form unless it is an 

Attachment to a signed Office action. Examiner's signature, if required 
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Summary of Record of Interview Requirements 



ap^Son whether or not an agreement with the examiner was reached at the mtervew. 

Title 37 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) § 1.133 Interviews 

, inton^ow withan Saminer a complete written statement of the reasons presented at the interview as 

AHhusiness^^ 
™Te^ 

The action of the Patent and Trademark Office cannot be based exclusively on the written record in the Office if that record is itself 
incomplete through the failure to record the substra of t k ^ substance of an interview of record in the application file, unless 
„ ^222tt2tt<&^£2& - that su* . teco* » ™* .™t to _ 

interview by checking the appropnate boxes and *^"™fbrSSl of ttie Manual of Patent Examining Procedure, or pointing 
requirements for which interview recordation m ^^S^SSS are exduaed Jom the interview recordation procedures below. Where the 
out typographical errors or unreadable scnpt in Office act. ons ^ hKe are ex ciu w , nterview Summary Record is required, 
substance of an interview is completely recorded m an l^^^X ^^m hand portion of the file, and listed on the 

The Interview Summary Form shall be given an apprapraterap» ^V'!",. qiven t0 t ne applicant (or attorney or agent) at the 
•■Contents" section of the fi.e wrapper. In a pe rsona. Si W to the applicant's correspondence address 

conclusion of the interview. In the case of a ^^J^d^Setam the examiner is not likely before an allowance or if other 

The Form provides for recordation of the following information: 

- Application Number (Series Code and Serial Number) 

- Name of applicant 

- Name of examiner 

- Date of interview 

Tvrie of interview (telephonic, video-conference, or personal) 
I Name o partapant(s) (applicant, attorney or agent, examiner, other PTO personnel, etc.) 

- AnTnd^fion whether or not an exhibit was shown or a demonstration conducted 

- An identification of the specific prior art discussed n^j-intinn of the oeneral nature of the agreement (may be by 
substance of the interview. 

A complete and proper recordation of the substance of any interview should inciude at least the following applicable items: 
^Zriellscnpton of the nature of any exhibit shown or any demonstration conducted, 
2) an identification of the claims discussed. 

3 S SSSSS, 3 1 ^^S£S£3i«. - > *• arc * ea ° y °" te 

(The identification of arguments need not be lengthy or «aboraw ~ or 0 f the principal arguments made to the 

SCSm> he or she feels were or might be persuasive to the examiner.) 

?! ; S- ^ described in the ,nterview Summary FOfm comp,eted by 

the examiner. 

Examiners are expected to carefully review the applicant's record of the substance of an interview. If the record is not complete and 
accurate. •» apP"caht an extendable one month time penod to correct the record. 

Examiner to Check for Accuracy 

t^reS^e substance of the interview along with the date and the exam.ner-s ,n,t,als. 
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Continuation Sheet (PTOL^13) 



Application No. 10/004,131 



Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: The Examiner explained to the applicant his interpretation of the 
claims and how the Kleiman reference was applied. The particular limitation discussed was about the second 
connection unit between the plurality of disk drive units and the file servers. The applicant argued that the system of 
Kleiman required some file servers to access the disk drives via other file servers and this was not the same 
relationship in the applicant's invention. The Examiner pointed out that all that was required by the claims was 
communication between any of the file servers and any disk drives and there was no limitation concerning how the 
data is communicated. The applicant agreed to amend the claims to more clearly define the appicant's invention. 



